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promoted the commercial development of land owned by the port.
Although the port has been active in redeveloping Jack London
Square, it has resisted some of the city's efforts for fear that they
would undermine the port's long-term competitive edge (Journal of
Commerce 1988). However, according to port officials, the current
commercial development next to the Port of Oakland, as well as the
recreational uses resulting from a nearby marina, do not greatly
disturb port operations. Competing demands have occurred at the
Port of San Francisco as well, where the port's land holdings have
been viewed by some local officials as far more valuable than the
port itself (Gilliam 1980). Shipping in San Francisco has diminished
while tourism and commercial and residential development have
increased. A $3 billion, 20-yr residential and mixed use develop-
ment occurring adjacent to the port will clearly affect its operations.
The only rail line serving the port runs through the land to be
developed.

At the Port of Richmond (California), which handles liquid bulk
cargoes, a 5,000-unit residential development has grown up within a
quarter-mile of the port in an area formerly zoned for industrial uses.
The port lost a lucrative opportunity to develop a cement terminal
and lost use of a liquid bulk terminal because of resident opposition.
The continued development of residential areas near potentially haz-
ardous refineries and liquid bulk facilities implies growing constraints
on the port's operations.

A theme park proposed by the Walt Disney Company alongside the
Port of Long Beach also raised a controversy over commercial devel-
opment that might have affected the port. The city supported the
economic benefits of the park, but a successful theme park may have
clogged the access routes to the port.

On the Gulf Coast, in contrast, the Port of New Orleans, which
has undeveloped land that it could use for bulk terminal operations,
has been an active partner in developing port waterfront land that no
longer has maritime uses. Port officials hope that the revenues from
these developments will support other maritime initiatives (Knack
1991; Journal of Commerce 1988). At the Port of Galveston, how-
ever, residential and commercial areas back up to port property. Port
officials express some concern over a major waterfront development
project in close proximity to the port's container terminal.

Ports serving cities in the Northeast face considerable land use
problems. Boston's Harbor Hotel, World Trade Center, and Charles-